Dear Paul, 7/19/82 

Sorry 1 coaid not respond to yours of the 6th sooner. Been affidaviting again. 

There are very many CSaik3 in the DFO indei ’out no Cesser. 

Othersie I'-yC paid no attention to him Mcause trfea to normal Enquirer 
tradition and standards I’Ve had no doubt that he made the whole thing up because he 
knew they would pay him for it. You must be able to recall other such. 

Don't bother xeroxing any of the panel report. I think Jim is getting a copy. 

I’ve not seen the Bantam bock on the Taft abortion. Did you ever hear wliy the 
filza was killed when they'd gone so far on it. I’ll probably see if a cooy is 
available locally. 

59. I’d •Hke to see these two pages, please. You can better evaluate vheter 
t his guy could have been in any way connected with the "Hunter" channel mentioned 
in the records you just got* 

re 70: 154 is "Security Informants," with a ** that means "Security-related 
Classification." D 0 n‘ t you have the revised classification list? While my recollection . 
is not certain, I think there is something indicating that Davis was an informer. 

81, 82, I’m interested in ^unt in ways others are not so I'd like to see anything 
with any information about him. Wonder what he’ll dorto collect if he wins* as I 
think he ••fill* against Webenaan and Canfield? 

Is there anythin.; of substance in the epilogue of Idf ton’s bock? Or any changes 
in the text? 

Re "Who struck John," no ? but rather a mild !; I beoieve you asked before and 
I gave you my best recollection} I heard, it first from a brother-in— law when he was 
demobilised after World War II and lived with me briefly. While I suppose by extension 
it could have mean "I don't care about) all the details," I would not have thought so. 
More like don’t bullshit me (Don't give me all that who struck John) In the sense 
that ibgletoa could have used it or meant, could it not have been a pvtdova, ss of 
theories or theorists? 

Our best to you all. 



